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Summary Translation of Minutes of the

5th Meeting (2005-06) of Sai Kung District Council
The fifth meeting (2005-06) of the Sai Kung District Council (SKDC) was held on 8 November 2005 (Tuesday).  The major issues discussed are summarised below.

a) SKDC supported the Package of Proposals for the Methods for Selecting the Chief Executive in 2007 and for forming the Legislative Council in 2008 proposed in the Fifth Report of the Constitional Development Task Force

(SKDC (M) Paper No. 99/05-06)
2. The Chairman welcomed Mr. Rafael HUI Si-yan, GBS, JP Chief Secretary for Administration, Mrs. Pamela TAN Kam Mi-wah, Director of Home Affairs and Mr. Joseph LAI Yee-tak, Deputy Secretary for Constitutional Affairs and so on.  As Mr. HUI had to attend another meeting, the Chairman proposed that Mr. HUI brief introduced the Fifth Report and listened to members’ opinion before handling the relevant paper on the motion put forward by Mr. LAU Wan-hei.  [Part of para. 5 of the Chinese version]

3.
Mr. WAN Yuet-cheung supported the proposals for the methods for selecting the Chief Executive (CE) in 2007 and for forming the Legislative Council (Legco) in 2008 as the proposals were the results of public consultation from various sectors.  More than 3 million voters through geographical constituency directly elected 80% of the District Council (DC) members.  The appointed members were equal in status with elected members.  Mr. LAU Wong-fat, representative of functional constituency of the District Council (DC), was elected by all DC members through mutual election.  Both elected members and appointed members had the right of voting and to be voted in the election of Chairman and Vice-Chairman of DC and various committees.  He agreed that the number of appointed members could be reduced year after year and finally all seats were to be directly elected.  It was not true to say that no progress was made in the proposals of the Fifth Report.  If consensus could be made in various sectors, direct election could be implemented in the universal suffrage for both the CE and the LegCo.  [Part of para. 7 of the Chinese version]

4. Mr. LAM Wing-yin said that the Democratic Party objected the proposals of the Fifth Report, especially there was no timetable for universal suffrage.  According to a recent survey, 60% of the interviewees hoped the Government to draw up the timetable for universal suffrage.  The timetable for election in the few years after selecting the CE in 2007 and forming the LegCo in 2008 was not include in the Fifth Report.  Timetable was very important.  [Part of para. 8 of the Chinese version]

5. Mr. HIEW Chin, MH said that according to the Basic Law, a step-by-step approach must be adopted.  As the progress would be subject to the actual situation, it was difficult to draw up a timetable.  If the Fifth Report was rejectedand extreme actions were taken, Hong Kong would become unstable.  He hoped that various sectors would support the recommendations of the Fifth Report, so that full universal suffrage could be implemented progressively.  [Part of para. 9 of the Chinese version]

6. Mr. HIEW Moo-siew supported the Fifth Report.  He thought that Hong Kong people should have dialogue instead of confrontation.  [Part of para. 10 of the Chinese version]

7. Mr. CHAN Kwai-sang supported the Fifth Report.  He thought that much progress had been made in the proposals of the Fifth Report, the number of members of the Election Committee to be increased from 800 to 1 600; the number of seats of the LegCo to be increased from 60 to 70.  The additional 5 seats in the functional constituencies of LegCo to be returned by DC Functional Constituency.  The representativeness would be increased if the additional 5 seats were to be elected by mutual election among members of the District Councils.  He said the general public should support the proposals.  He also hoped that the DCs and the LegCo supported the Fifth Report.  If the package of proposals was not adopted, the democratization process would stagnate and it would be delayed for 5 or 10 years.  [Part of para. 11 of the Chinese version]

8. Dr. LAW Cheung-kwok said that he supported the Fifth Report without choices.  If he was given the choice, he disagreed that the appointed members to be included into the Election Committee and be given the right of mutual election.  He hoped the Government, together with the majority of the public, would be willing to strive for implementing universal suffrage for both the CE and the LegCo in 2012.  [Part of para. 12 of the Chinese version]

9. Mr. WAN Yuet-kau, JP said that if the method of forming the LegCo was unknown, it would be difficult to draw up a timetable for universal suffrage.  He supported the adoption of bicameral system.  The Europeans highly treasure the balancing effect produced by the Upper House or senate.  He hoped the local democrats would conscientiously study the issue.  The New Territories Association of Societies conducted a survey on random sampling basis on 2 November 2005.  The questions and answers were as follows:

(i) Question 1:
“The number of members of the Election Committee for selecting the CE in 2007 to be increased from 800 to 1 600, what impact do you think would be on the democratic development?”

Result: 42.3% thought that it would facilitate democratization.  21.09% thought that draw back on democratization was shown.  36.61% had no comment;

(ii) Question 2: “The number of seats of the LegCo to be increased from 60 to 70 in the next term, do you think it is a gradual democratic development?”

Result: 44.59% agreed.  28.09% disagreed.  27.32 had no comment;

(iii)
Question 3:
“What is your attitude towards the inclusion of appointed DC members into the Election Committee?

Result:
42.95% agreed.  27.21% disagreed.  29.84% had no comment;

(iv)
Question 4:
“What is your attitude towards the 5 additional seats of DC functional constituency in the next term of LegCo?”

Result: 53.22% agreed.  16.51% disagreed.  30.27% had no comment; and 

(v) Question 5: “What do you think about there was no timetable for universal suffrage in the Fifth Report?”

Result:
40.66% thought that “because of the immatureness of condition of Hong Kong”.  37.92% thought that “it was too conservative”.  21.42% had no comment.

It revealed that a majority of the public supported the Fifth Report.  Thus, he personally supported the Fifth Report.  [Part of para. 13 of the Chinese version]

10.
Mr. LAU Wai-cheung supported the Fifth Report.  He said that democracy was not universally applicable.  It was wise to 
implement the constitutional system according to the nationality of each nation.  [Part of para. 14 of the Chinese version]

11.
Mr. Raymond HO Man-kit said that the Government promoted the package of proposals just like the property agents promoted the unsalable flats.  The Fifth Report stressed delegation of authority to DC members, but it was not stated clearly how to delegate authority to DCs.  The Fifth Report did not state the role played by DCs in the change and there was no concrete proposal on the improvement of district administration.  The authority must be delegated to the district councils formed by universal suffrage in order to implement district administration reform.  The private bill proposed by pro-government or pro-democracy members was vetoed in subsector voting.  Therefore, the revision of Annex II of the Basic Law should be considered to abolish the subsector voting.  [Part of para. 15 of the Chinese version]

12.
Mr. CHAN Kwok-kai said that there was no urgency for drawing up the timetable for universal suffrage.  Independent and sound judicial and legal system, open and free trade and good law and order were the three cornerstones for the prosperity of Hong Kong.  He hoped that the public would not think that the successful striving for a certain system would make Hong Kong successful.  He thought that the Fifth Report was the result of five consultations.  It was more democratic than remaining unchanged.  He supported the Fifth Report and thought that it was a sorrow for democracy if it was not adopted.  [Part of para. 16 of the Chinese version]

13.
Mr. Francis CHAU Yin-ming, MH earnestly hoped that the CE could be elected and the LegCo be formed by universal suffrage.  In the past two elections for CE, as the threshold required for nominating a CE candidate at one-eighth of the total membership of the Election Committee, potential candidates might not have enough subscribers for nomination.  If the number of members of the Election Committee to be increased to 1 600, despite a few hundred DC members and the Election Committee members from other three subsectors, there was not much element of universal suffrage.  Therefore, he had much reservation on the package of proposals of the Fifth Report.  He hoped that the Government could strive for universal suffrage in 2012.  Even if unsuccessful, it was still fine.  It was good that the number of seats in Legco to be increased and 5 more seats of DC functional constituency would be created.  It would be better if all 6 seats were to be elected by universal suffrage rather than geographical constituencies.  He hoped that all seats of the LegCo could be elected by universal suffrage.  [Part of para. 17 of the Chinese version]

14.
Mr. LAU Hing-kee said that a step-by-step approach would lead to success.  Universal suffrage was not perfect.  Various sectors should deliberate and make efforts to implement constitutional reform harmoniously.  [Part of para. 18 of the Chinese version]

15.
Mr. LUK Ping-choi could not accept the package of proposals of the Fifth Report.  He hoped the seats of functional constituencies of the LegCo could be directly elected and the number of seats of the functional constituency would not be increased.  It was barely acceptable that the additional 5 seats of functional constituency would be taken up by DC members who had certain degree of representativeness.  Mr. LUK thought that democracy could minimize the chances for making mistakes by the countries.  The Government should at least inform the pubic at which stage we were on the road of universal suffrage.  [Part of para. 19 of the Chinese version]

16.
Ms. Zoe PHANG Shuk-yee said that only one proposal was available.  It seemed that the Government told people to object if they hoped democracy would remain unchanged.  It was not a correct way.  [Part of para. 20 of the Chinese version]

17.
Mr. Rafael HUI Si-yan , GBS, JP thanked DC members in giving their views and participating in the discussion.  According to the Decision made by the National People’s Congress on 26 April 2004, appropriate revision could be made on methods for selecting the CE in 2007 and for forming the LegCo in 2008 without violating the Decision.  The amendment of Annex II of the Basic Law was not the work at this stage.  All of us were heading for universal suffrage.  There was no difference between the package of proposals of the Fifth Report and the perspectives of pro-democracy members in principle.  [Part of para. 21 of the Chinese version]

18.
A mutual balancing effect was displayed in the functional constituencies and the geographical constituencies.   The existing functional constituency would not exist when universal suffrage was implemented.  An element of check and balance might be retained to maintain the balance of the LegCo.  Commission on Strategic Development would discuss the modes of council after 2007 and 2008 in due course.  If consensus could be made, it would not be too difficult to draw up a roadmap for universal suffrage.  It would be reasonable to draw up a timetable for univsal suffrage according to the roadmap.  Mr. Rafael HUI Si-yan , GBS, JP said that the LegCo was formed by direct election and functional constituencies aiming at maintaining balanced participation.  [Part of para. 5 of the Chinese version]

19.
Mr. Rafael HUI Si-yan, GBS, JP said that the Government did not hope that the constituency development would remain unchanged and so did the public thought.  Various proposals were set out in the Fourth Report for public’s consideration and in the end only one package of proposals could be put forward to the LegCo.  It was normal that some people agreed whereas others did not.  [Part of para. 23 of the Chinese version]

20.
The Chairman asked members to take a vote on the motion titled “Sai Kung District Council supports the Package of Proposals for the Methods for Selecting the Chief Executive in 2007 and for forming the Legislative Council in 2008 proposed in the Fifth Report of the Constitutional Development Task Force” raised by Mr. LAU Wan-hei and agreed by Mr. CHAN Kwai-sang.  Mr. Raymond HO Man-kit raised the motion and Dr. LAW Cheung-kwok agreed.  Members voted by open ballot.  [Part of para. 25 of the Chinese version]

21.
Members voted on the above motion.  The result of voting was 18 affirmative, 6 dissenting and 1 abstention.  The motion was adopted.  Affirmative included Mr. LUK Wai-man, Mr. WAN Yuet-cheung, Mr. WAN Yuet-kau, JP, Dr. LAW Cheung-Kwok, Mr. LAU Wan-hei, Mr. YAU Chi-wan, Mr. NG Ping-yiu, Mr. LING Man-hoi, Mr. SING Hon-keung, MH, Mr. CHEUNG Chun-hoi, MH, Mr. Alfred AU Ning-fat, Mr. LAU Hing-kee, Mr. LAU Wai-cheung, Mr. HIEW MOO-siew, Mr. HIEW Chin, MH, Mr. CHAN Kwok-kai, Mr. CHAN Kwai-sang and Dr. LAM Ching-choi, JP.  Dissenting included Mr. LAM Wing-yin, Mr. SHEK Chi-keung, Ms. Zoe PHANG Shuk-yee and Mr. LUK Ping-choi; and Mr. George NG Sze-fuk, BBS, JP.  The Chairman did not vote.  [Part of para. 29 of the Chinese version]

(b) In Connection with Measures of the Sai Kung District Lands Office on managing Used Clothing Collection Cages placed on Public Streets

(SKDC (M) Paper No. 100/05-06)

22.
Ms. Doris CHOW said that in view of increasing application for placing used clothing collection cages (the cages) and the complexity of the application procedure, the Lands Department (LandsD) decided to submit the consultation paper on managing the cages placed on public streets to various DCs for consultation.  It was proposed that the application procedure to be streamlined to save manpower and reduce the inconvenience caused to local community and DC members in consulting their views on the locations for placing the cages.  It also facilitated the procedure and manpower distribution in handling unauthorized placing of the cages.  [Part of para. 32 of the Chinese version]

23.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that the placing of the cages contributed to environmental protection, but it posed difficulty in management, such as relevant government departments and local community must be consulted, hygiene problem might occur and the walkways might be obstructed.  [Part of para. 33 of the Chinese version]

24.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that after reviewing the existing policy. the LandsD proposed a series of initiatives as follows:

a. Various District Lands Offices (DLOs) would set up designated spots for placing the cages based on authorized locations in the past and consult government departments concerned and the respective DCs.

b. DLOs would set the number of designated spots for placing the cages in each district.  Only one cage would be allowed to place in each location.

c. The proposed designated spots must be stated in each application.  Each application should not involve more than 3 designated spots.  The cage should not be larger than 0.9m (L) x 0.6m (W) x 1.5M (H).

d.
DLOs would only consider applications from non-profit making or charitable organizations.  Organizations wishing to place clothing collection cages on the designated spots must apply in writing to the respective DLOs at least three weeks in advance.  As applications would be processed on first-come-first-served basis, application should not be submitted earlier than three months to avoid an applicant from having a monopoly of certain designated spots. 

e.
The application procedure would be streamlined.

f. The Organizations would be required to display the approval letter issued by the respective DLO at a conspicuous position of the cage for identification.  [Para. 35 of the Chinese version]

25.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that the advantages of the new initiatives were as follows:

a. Quicken the process of approval;

b. Consultation for individual application was unnecessary;

c. Alleviate the problem of insufficient manpower for processing the application; and 

d. To facilitate the DLOs, the Food and Environmental Hygiene Department and the Hong Kong Police Force to crack down the unauthorized cages.  [Part of para. 36 of the Chinese version]

26.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that 19 designated spots in Sai Kung for placing the cages had been identified, in which 4 spots at the Sai Kung Downtown and 15 at the downtown of Tseung Kwan O (TKO).  

a.
TKO

· Pui Shing Road  and  Pui Shing Lane near Hau Tak Shopping Centre in Hang Hau         

· Chung Wa Road in Hang Hau

· Fu Ning Garden

· Sheung Tak Shopping Centre          

· Junction of Tong Yin Street and Tong Tak Street

· Opposite to Park Central       

· Block 5, Beverly Garden

· Junction of Choi Ming Street and King Ling Road         

· Entrance of Hong Sing Garden      

· Next to the notice board of Block1, Verbena Heights

· Po Kim House, Po Lam Estate

· Near Yan Lan House, Yan Ming Court (near the telephone booth)         

· Ho Ming Court

· Po Lam Road North (next to the telephone booth)

· Yan Chung House, Yan Ming Court (next to the telephone booth)        

b.
Sai Kung

· Ming Shun Village

· Near the carpark of Tin Hau Temple              

· Sai Kung Market

· Sha Tsui Playground

[Part of para. 37 of the Chinese version]

27.
Mr. Francis CHAU Yin-ming, MH said that it was unnecessary to place the cages in the district, especially TKO area.  With the help of the                     Owners Corporations and the Estate Management Advisory Committees, organizations could place the cages in suitable locations in the housing estates.  It could help improving the obstruction of the streets and promoting the cooperation between the residents organizations and non-profit making organizations.  [Part of para. 39 of the Chinese version]

28.
Mr. Ng Ping-yiu objected placing the cages in designated spots except a few hours of collection because it would bring about townscape impact.  He agreed that cooperation with the residents’ organizations would enhance the effectiveness of used clothing collection.  [Part of para. 40 of the Chinese version]


29.
Mr. WAN Yuet-cheung said that notice would be displayed on unauthorized cages to require the cages to be removed before the notice expired.  The cages would be removed, but soon they would be placed again.  He enquired how the departments concerned followed it up.  [Part of para. 41 of the Chinese version]

30.
Mr. LUK Ping-choi said that as a housing estate would co-organize used clothing collection with a certain organization, other organizations would find it unfair, so they would apply for placing the cages on the streets.  He proposed some recommentions as follows:                   

a. The cages should be enclosed with covers.               

b. DC members and local community would be consulted on the 19 designated spots.            

c. The duration for placing the cages could be extended to one week.            

d. The organizations were recommended to purchase public liability insurance in advance.            

e. The unauthorized cages should be removed in 20 hours after displaying the notice.            [Part of para. 42 of the Chinese version]

31.
Ms. Zoe PHANG Shuk-yee objected placing the cages at designated spots.  She thought that it would be more convenient to put the used clothing into the cages in the housing estates.  [Part of para. 43 of the Chinese version]

32.
Mr. CHAN Kwok-kai objected placing the cages at designated spots.  Once the proposals were adopted, applications for collection of other used items would be received.  Thus, affecting the townscape.  Some organizations aimed at making profit, so it was unnecessary to place the cages in public area.  [Part of para. 44 of the Chinese Version]

33.
Mr. SING Hon-keung hoped that the DLO would also concern about the  cages in rural area.  [Part of para. 45 of the Chinese version]

34.
Mr. Ling Man-hoi said that it was unnecessary to place the cages in public area.  Organizations might apply through Owners Corporations.             Rural Committee and so on might be consulted on their views towards placing the cages in rural area.  He suggested that the DC objected placing the cages in public area in TKO.  [Para. 46 of the Chinese version]

35.
Mr. HO Man-kit said that locations could be allocated for placing the cages in housing estates.  He enquired the roles played by other government departments in tackling this problem.  [Part of para. 47 of the Chinese version]

36. Mr. AU Ning-fat said that the Housing Department had lost control over approving the placing of the cages in Po Lam Estate.  He objected placing the  cages in the public area because it would encourage applications by organizations which aimed at profit making and bacteria might spread.  [Part of para. 48 of the Chinese version]

37.
Mr. LAM Wing-yin said that it was unnecessary to place the cages in public streets.  He objected placing the cages at designated spots in order to avoid affecting the environmental hygiene.  [Part of para. 49 of the Chinese version]

38. Mr. LAU Hing-kee agreed placing the cages in refuse collection points for better management and hygiene.  Mr. WAN Yuet-kau, JP said that it was unnecessary to place the cages in public streets.   Applications for placing the cages could be made to the Rural Committee or the village offices.  [Part of para. 50 of the Chinese version]

39. Mr. CHAN Kwai-sang appreciated the efficiency of the LandsD in responding to the issue.  He proposed to extend the duration of placing the cages up to one week.  A 6-month trial period could be adopted.  [Part of para. 51 of the Chinese version]

40. The Chairman said that the mainstream opinion of the DC members was objecting the placing the cages at designated spots in public streets because of townscape impact and hazard to environmental hygiene.  [Part of para. 53 of the Chinese version]

41.
Ms. Doris CHOW would reflect members’ views to the LandsD.  Before the revision of the measures, the LandsD would maintain the present application procedures.  The LandsD must clear the cages                                      according to the Land (Miscellaneous Provisions) Ordinance, i.e. taking actions 24 hours after displaying the notice.  [Part of para. 54 of the Chinese version]

42.
Mr. Francis CHAU Yin-ming, MH enquired whether an application would be approved if objection accounted for half of the opinions received.                   [Part of para. 55 of the Chinese version]

43.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that reasons for objection would be considered instead of the number of objection opions.  Major reasons for objections were traffic impact, obstruction of the view of pedestrians or drivers.  If the departments concerned did not object the application, it would be approved.                   [Part of para. 56 of the Chinese version]

44. Mr. Francis CHAU Yin-ming, MH objected placing the cages anywhere in TKO except the joint application by non-profit making organizations and villages.  [Part of para. 57 of the Chinese version]

45.
Mr. Timothy YUEN Siu-kee said that if the DC object placing the cages anywhere in TKO, they would reflect it to the LandsD.  [Part of para. 61 of the Chinese version]

Sai Kung District Council Secretariat 

December 2005
